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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1, 704(b). 

Status 
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3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office Action is in response to a Request for Continued Examination filed May 4, 2006. 
Claims 1-11 are currently pending, of which claims 9-11 are new. Any rejection not set forth below has 
been overcome by the current Amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that fomn the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1 ,2,5-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Pollack (US 
6,505,236). 

As per claims 1,7,8, Pollack discloses a method of controlling communication of content 
information from a sender to a receiver via a data network, the method comprising: 

verifying if the content infomnation is available from at least one source other than the sender (see 
column 6, lines 33-48); 

contacting a search engine if the content infomnation is available from the at least one source, 
wherein the search engine determines a location within a data network of the at least one source of the 
content infomnation and returns an updatable index listing sources of a copy of the content infomnation 
(see column 6, lines 43-65, where one source is found and one updateable index of the one source is 
returned); and 

substituting for the content infomnation a pointer to the location of the at least one source based 
on the updatable index of sources returned by the search engine (see column 6, lines 49-65). 
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As per claim 2, Pollack further discloses the method of claim 1 being carried out on request of at 
least the sender or receiver (see column 6, lines 21-24). 

As per claims 9-1 1 , Pollack further discloses updating the updateable index of the search engine 
with information about the location of the at least one source of the content information (see column 6, 
lines 43-65). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pollack as applied to 
claim 1 above, and further in view of Berghel. Although Pollack disclose substantial features of the 
claimed invention (discussed above), he fails to directly disclose verifying the content based on a 
watermark. However, these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious 
modification of the system disclosed by Pollack, as evidenced by Berghel. 

In an analogous art, Berghel discloses watermarks being used as a method of authenticating a 
document for verification purposes (page 2, see WATERMARKS IN USE, line 1), such as claimed above. 

Given the teaching of Berghel, a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Pollack by employing a verification method 
based on watermarks, such as disclosed by Berghel, in order to guarantee authenticity, quality, 
ownership, and source (page 1, see Watemriarking Cyberspace, 3'^ paragraph). It would have been 
obvious to use the fingerprinting system taught by Berghel to verify that a particular document located at 
another source is the same document from the local source. 
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5. Claims 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pollack as applied to 
claim 1 above, and further in view of Zabetian (U.S. 6,327,656). 

As per claim 4. although Pollack disclose substantial features of the claimed invention (discussed 
above), he fails to directly disclose verifying the content based on a fingerprint of the content. However, 
these features are well known in the art and would have been an obvious modification of the system 
disclosed by Pollack, as evidenced by Zabetian. 

In an analogous art. Zabetian discloses a system that can receive and transmit electronic mail 
(column 2, lines 42-45), verifying the document is the one to be received by using a fingerprint (column 7, 
lines 21-29). 

Given the teaching of Zabetian, a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of modifying Pollack by employing a fingerprinting method, 
such as disclosed by Zabetian, in order to identify and distinguish the document from other documents, 
even one that appear to be similar from one another (column 2, lines 4-9). It would have been obvious to 
use the fingerprinting system taught by Zabetian to verify that a particular document located at another 
source is the same document from the local source. 

As per claim 5, Pollack in view of Zabetian further disclose the communication being carried out 
depending on the sender being authorized to communicate the content infomriation (see Zabetian column 

6, lines 37-53). 

As per claim 6, Pollack in view of Zabetian further disclose the communication being carried out 
depending on the receiver being authorized to receive the content (see Zabetian column 11, lines 17-43). 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-1 1 have been considered but are moot in view of 
the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Philip J. Chea whose telephone number is 571-272-3951. The examiner can nomnally be 
reached on M-F 7:00-4:30 (1st Friday Off). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Glenn Burgess can be reached on 571-272-3949. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infonnation for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status infonnation for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more infomnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Ser\/ice Representative 
or access to the automated infonnation system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 



Philip J Chea 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2153 
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